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23 See id.
24 See footnote 1, supra.
25 See footnote 4, supra.

grants are not contingent upon exports,
these programs seem to fall outside the
definition of export subsidies under
Article 3(a) of the Subsidies Agreement.
However, the Department does not have
enough information to calculate or
determine whether the total ad valorem
subsidization of the subject
merchandise from the CAP/government-
directed grants exceeds five-percent or
whether the CAP/government-directed
grants were meant to cover operating
losses or to be used as direct forgiveness
of debt. Nor does the Department
believe such calculation or
determination would be appropriate in
the course of a sunset review. Instead,
we are providing the Commission with
the following program descriptions.

The CA

Under the Concerted Action Program
established by Royal Decree 669/74, the
Spanish government directs banks to
make long-term loans to steel companies
at below market rates. Because loans
under the CAP are provided to a specific
industry at rates and terms inconsistent
with commercial consideration, the
Department determined that this loan
confers a countervailable domestic
subsidy.23

Government-directed grants

Although initially the disbursements
were characterized as zero interest
loans, the Department found that this is
an untied cash grant meant to keep
some companies in operation until a
reconversion plan could be
implemented. Thus, the Department
determined that the disbursements were
government-directed grants and
countervailable subsidies.24

Final Results of Review
As a result of this review, the

Department finds that revocation of the
countervailing duty order would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of a countervailable subsidy
at the rates listed below:

Manufacturer/exporters Margin
(percent)

Roldan, S.A. ............................... 0.19
S.A. Echevarria ........................... 13.55
Forjas Alavesas, S.A. ................. 0.21
Olarra .......................................... 25 0.00
All others ..................................... 13.55

This notice serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (‘‘APO’’)
of their responsibility concerning the

disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 C.F.R. 351.305 of the
Department’s regulations. Timely
notification of return/destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and terms of an APO is a sanctionable
violation.

This five-year (‘‘sunset’’) review and
notice are in accordance with sections
751(c), 752, and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: January 31, 2000.
Holly A. Kuga,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 00–2838 Filed 2–7–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[C–475–821]

Stainless Steel Wire Rod From Italy:
Rescission of Countervailing Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of Rescission of
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review.

SUMMARY: On October 28, 1999, in
response to a request from respondents,
the Department of Commerce initiated
an administrative review of the
countervailing duty order on stainless
steel wire rod from Italy. The review
covers the period January 1, 1998
through December 31, 1998. In
accordance with 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1),
the Department is now rescinding this
review because the respondents have
withdrawn their request for review.
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 8, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Eric
B. Greynolds, AD/CVD Enforcement,
Group II, Office VI, Import
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Room 4012, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20230; telephone
(202) 482–2786.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 30, 1999, the Department
received a request for an administrative
review of the countervailing duty order
on stainless steel wire rod from Italy
from Accaiaerie Valbruna S.r.l. and
Accaiaerie di Bolzano SpA
(respondents), for the period January 1,
1998 through December 31, 1998. On
November 4, 1999, the Department

published in the Federal Register (64
FR 60161) a notice of ‘‘Initiation of
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review’’ initiating the administrative
review. On November 15, 1999,
respondents withdrew their request for
review.

The applicable regulation, 19 CFR
351.213(d)(1), states that if a party that
requested an administrative review
withdraws the request within 90 days of
the date of publication of the notice of
initiation of the requested review, the
Secretary will rescind the review. In this
case, respondents have withdrawn their
request within the 90 day period. No
other interested party requested a
review, and we have received no other
submissions regarding respondents’
withdrawal of its request for review.
Therefore, we are rescinding this review
of the countervailing duty order on
stainless steel wire rod from Italy
covering the period January 1, 1998,
through December 31, 1998.

This notice is published in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.213(d)(4).

Dated: January 27, 2000.
Holly A. Kuga,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 00–2844 Filed 2–7–00; 8:45 am]
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ACTION: Notice of Final Results of
Expedited Sunset Review: Sulfanilic
Acid from India.

SUMMARY: On October 1, 1999, the
Department of Commerce (‘‘the
Department’’) initiated a sunset review
of the countervailing duty order on
sulfanilic acid from India (64 FR 53320)
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (‘‘the Act’’). On
the basis of a notice of intent to
participate and an adequate response
filed on behalf of a domestic interested
party and an inadequate response (in
this case no response) from respondent
interested parties, the Department
decided to conduct an expedited (120-
day) review. As a result of this review,
the Department finds that revocation of
the countervailing duty order would be
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